
Before the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEAFtING-February 17, 1965 

Appeal #8055 Harvey A. Graves, appellant. 

The 

was 

R-2 
the 

the 

Zoning Admbdstrator %.strict of Columbia, appellee. 
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On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously carried the following Order 
entered on February 17, 1965: 

That the  appeal f o r  a variance fromthe side yard requirements of the  
Dis t r ic t  t o  permit a one-story and basement front and rear  additions t o  
building a t  5317 B Street ,  S. E., l o t  5, square 5304, be granted, 

From the records and the evidence adduced a t  the hearing, the Board finds 
following fac t  st 

(1) Appellant 8s l o t  has a frontage of for ty  f e e t  on B S t ree t  and a depth 
of 100 feet-and contains an area of 4600 square- feet  of land. 

(2) The property is impruved with a two-story detached dwelling with 
two side yards, one f ive  f ee t  on the west and the other seven f e e t  on the 
east. The building se t s  back approximately 2l3 f ee t  fromthe B Street  frontage. 

(3) Appellant proposes t o  erect a f'ront addition six fee t  i n  depth fo r  
the  ent i re  width of the building and the  rear  addition 10.5 fee t  in dp th  f o r  
the  f u l l  width of the building. The front addition w i l l  be used as  a living 
room and the  rear  addition w i l l  be used as a bath. 

(4) The erection of these additions w i l l  not decrease the  s ize  of the  
side yards and w i l l  not over occupy the  l o t  o r  the reer  yard. 

(5) There was no objection t o  the  g ran t iw  of t h i s  appeal registered 
a t  the  public hearing, 

We are  of the  opinion t h a t  appellant has proven a case of hardship within 
the  provisions of 8207.ll of the Zoning Regulations and tha t  a denial of the 
appeal w i l l  resul t  i n  peouliar and exceptional practical d i f f i cu l t i e s  t o  or 
exceptional and undue hardshipiupon the owher of the  property. We a re  fur ther  
of the opinion t h a t  t h i s  r e l i e f  can be granted without substant ial  detriment 
t o  the public good and without substantially impairing the intent ,  purpose, and 
in tegr i ty  of the song plan as embodied in the  zoning re@at ions  and map. 

We are  a r t h e r  of the opinion tha t  the  location of t h i s  building with 
the proposed additions w i l l  not a f fec t  adversely conditions of IA&t and 
a i r  t o  adjoining properties. 


